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was marked up
week?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. While
that is still under discussion, it is un-
likely.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentle-
woman.

Madam Speaker, I would also like to
indicate that the Republicans have re-
peatedly been trying to close the ter-
rorist loophole in our FISA laws with
our previous-question votes over the
last several weeks. And I would ask the
gentlewoman, first of all, why the fix
to the terrorist loophole was not put
into the conference report that we just
voted on, the 9/11 conference report?
And after that, what is preventing this
important national security legislation
from coming to the floor? And I would
ask the gentlewoman if it could be
added to next week’s schedule.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We are
looking at various options to address
that concern, and it is possible that
will occur next week.

Mr. CANTOR. Again, I would just
like to reiterate the concern to the
gentlewoman, Madam Speaker, that it
was August of 2001 in which, unfortu-
nately, we had experienced an increase
in terrorist chatter, and that was in all
the reports, and likely, hopefully,
never again will that happen to the
United States and its citizens, a ter-
rorist attack at all or, God forbid, on
that scale.

Given the reports lately and the fact
that there is increasing chatter among
the various reports coming out of dif-
ferent sources, I would just like to reit-
erate the importance of that type of
legislation to the gentlewoman and the
desire on the part of the Republicans to
see that legislation come to the floor.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 1
thank my friend from Virginia for his
comments, and we certainly couldn’t
agree more on the importance of that.
We have been looking at various ways
that we can address those concerns.
The majority is absolutely concerned
about addressing the whole issue of ter-
rorism and making sure that we can
close every possible loophole that
might be slipped through by a ter-
rorist.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman and ask one
final question.

The House approved legislation ear-
lier this month to reform the activities
at the FDA, including reauthorization
of the Prescription Drug User Fee Act
and the Medical Device User Fee Act.
Without reauthorization, the FDA will
be forced to send out notices to reduce
staffing. In other words, we will have
to lay off government employees. It is
my understanding that the FDA will
send these notices as early as August if
Congress fails to reauthorize the user
fee programs next week.

I would ask the gentlewoman, how
does the majority plan to complete
these important bills before we adjourn
next week?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We
think the gentleman’s characterization
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of the timing of that is a bit of a
stretch. We do believe that that is an
important issue to address. With the
ambitious agenda that we have next
week and the priorities that have been
laid out, it is unlikely that we will get
to the FDA issue next week, but we
will be dealing with it as soon as pos-
sible.

Mr. CANTOR. I would just respond,
Madam Speaker, that there is a pro-
jected over 2,000-employee layoff if we
in this Congress do not act to make
sure that reauthorization occurs, and
that is something that I am sure the
gentlewoman will agree we do not want
to see happen.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We
certainly do not, which is why we plan
to make that a priority and deal with
it as soon as we possibly can.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentle-
woman.

———
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY
30, 2007
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that when the House adjourns
today, it adjourn to meet at 10:30 a.m.
on Monday next for morning-hour de-
bate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

————

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the business in order under
the Calendar Wednesday rule be dis-
pensed with on Wednesday next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

————

U.S. CHARITIES HELP HAMAS

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, it seems
the terrorist group Hamas may have
been receiving money from a U.S.-
based fake charity organization that
funds Hamas’s reigns of terror in the
Middle East, all under the hypocritical
name of compassion and goodwill. A
Dallas, Texas, Muslim charity has been
charged with pouring millions of dol-
lars into a terrorist slush fund that is
bent on destroying Israel and the
United States.

While the charity denies any wrong-
doing, of course, prosecutors say
money went straight to Hamas and
some of the money went to aid families
of suicide bombers. But this self-right-
eous ‘‘charity” says they are innocent.

The charity claims they were sending
money for humanitarian efforts in Pal-
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estine. Madam Speaker, the fanatical
terrorist group Hamas is not a humani-
tarian organization. They kill humani-
tarians.

If nonprofit organizations in the
United States are aiding terrorist orga-
nizations in their devastation, destruc-
tion, and death, they should be held ac-
countable. If this charity is a fraud,
then the money should be confiscated
and given to victims of terrorism. And
then the charity organizers ought to go
to jail.

And that’s just the way it is.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

——————

GENERAL PETRAEUS’S REPORT ON
THE SITUATION IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker,
many of my colleagues are eagerly
waiting for General Petraeus’s report
on the situation in Iraq this Sep-
tember. But I don’t know why we are
waiting because we have already heard
from General Petraeus in September;
September of 2004, that is.

On September 26, 2004, General
Petraeus wrote an op-ed piece in The
Washington Post giving his assessment
of the situation in Iraq at that time. I
think it would be very constructive for
us to review that article, and I would
like to read pieces from it.

Near the beginning General Petraeus
says: ‘“‘Highteen months after entering
Iraq, I see tangible progress. Iraqi secu-
rity elements are being rebuilt from
the ground up. The institutions that
oversee them are being reestablished
from the top down. And Iraqi leaders
are stepping forward, leading their
country and their security forces cou-
rageously . . .”’

He goes on to recognize that the
Iraqis face a violent insurgency, but he
says: ‘‘Nonetheless, there are reasons
for optimism . . . Iraqi police and sol-
diers . . . are performing a wide variety
of security missions. Equipment is
being delivered. Training is on track
and increasing in capacity. Infrastruc-
ture is being repaired. Command and
control structures and institutions are
being reestablished.”

And after citing many other exam-
ples of progress, the general ended his
piece this way: ‘I meet with Iraqi secu-
rity force leaders every day . . . I have
seen their determination and their de-
sire to assume the full burden of secu-
rity tasks for Iraq. There will be more
tough times . . . along the way. Iraq’s
security forces are, however, devel-
oping steadily and they are in the
fight. Momentum has gathered in re-
cent months. With strong Iraqi leaders



July 27, 2007

out front and continued coalition sup-
port, this trend will continue.”

Obviously, the general could not have
been more wrong.

Madam Speaker, we can only hope
that when General Petraeus reports to
us this September that he will take off
his rose-colored glasses and see things
more clearly. The American people de-
serve a full accounting of what is real-
ly going on. But it actually looks like
we won’t get it. Ambassador Crocker
has said that the report will be just a
“‘snapshot.” So it looks like the White
House spin machine is already trying
to lower expectations and do preemp-
tive damage control again.

But the damage in Iraq has already
been done, and the American people de-
serve more than spin. What we need is
a national security plan that is based
on what will actually make our Nation
safe. Such a plan must include diplo-
macy, strong international alliances
against terrorism, initiatives to ad-
dress the root cause of terrorism, and a
new approach to foreign policy, an ap-
proach that restores America’s credi-
bility and moral leadership in the
world.

I have proposed such a national secu-
rity plan. It is called SMART, which
stands for Sensible, Multilateral Amer-
ican Response to Terrorism. I invite all
my colleagues to learn about it and
consider this plan.

In the meantime, the runup to Gen-
eral Petraeus’s report continues. I hope
that this September he will be more ac-
curate than he was in September 2004.
But I am not holding my breath. In
fact, I will not breathe easily until all
of our troops are home safely.

—
O 1715

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

THE THREAT FROM RADICAL
JIHADISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to express my disappoint-
ment that we’re going to go into an-
other weekend not having addressed
the threat from radical jihadism.

Just moments ago, this House passed
a 9/11 bill supposedly to increase the se-
curity and the safety of the United
States of America. But since April 12,
our national Director of Intelligence,
the position that was created in the In-
telligence Reform Act earlier in 2004 to
specifically provide us with informa-
tion about the threats to the United
States, this organization that was put
together to make our intelligence com-
munity more effective, the Director of
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National Intelligence has reported to
this Congress now for almost 4 months
that there are significant intelligence
gaps at the same time while we are a
Nation at greater threat than perhaps
any time since 9/11.

In a letter that Director McConnell
recently sent to the Intelligence Com-
mittee in an unclassified version, he
highlights a situation in which our in-
telligence community every day is
missing a significant portion of what
we should be getting in order to pro-
tect the American people. He goes on
and says this is about foreign intel-
ligence, about foreign targets overseas,
and that to collect this kind of an in-
telligence, what he needs to do is he
needs to get a court order. Now, think
about this; we need to get a court order
to listen to an alleged terrorist, who
may be in Pakistan, may be in Afghan-
istan, but we know that they’re outside
of the U.S. borders, so it’s foreign in-
telligence about a foreign terrorist out-
side of the United States, and we need
to go get a court order to listen to that
conversation at a time when we know
that we are at heightened risk.

Isn’t it ironic that as we pass a 9/11
bill, in the 9/11 bill that we passed this
afternoon, the 9/11 bill gives al Qaeda
and radical jihadis more information
about the United States and about our
intelligence community than what
they had before. The 9/11 bill says we
are going to reveal our top-line spend-
ing on intelligence. If we believe that
revealing our spending at a macro level
on intelligence makes us safer, maybe
we should just give radical jihadis a
breakdown of how we spend all of our
money.

So on a 9/11 bill we’re going to say,
you know, because of leaks in the in-
telligence community, leaks to the
press, we’ve already told you about our
Terrorist Surveillance Program, we’ve
already talked with you and given you
details about how we do financial
tracking, we’ve talked to you about in-
terrogations, we’ve talked to you about
prisons and all these types of things,
and now we’re also going to tell you
how much money we spend on intel-
ligence on an annual basis. And re-
member, just about everybody agrees
that the tip of the spear in keeping
America safe is how effective our intel-
ligence community is. And now we’re
going to give them more information
about our intelligence community, and
at the same time, while our Director of
National Intelligence for 4 months has
been telling us that there are gaps in
our intelligence, significant gaps in our
ability to get information about what
foreign terrorists may be planning
against the United States, at a time
when we know that one of their highest
priorities is to attack the homeland
again.

And this is not only about their in-
tentions to attack the United States,
but remember, if there is a foreign ter-
rorist in Afghanistan talking to a for-
eign jihadist or radical terrorist in Iraq
and that communications may in some
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way come through the United States,
that information will not even be
available for our combat troops in Iraq
or in Afghanistan. Not only are we
blind for homeland security, we are
also handicapping our troops who are
on the front lines each and every day.
We’re not even getting them the infor-
mation that they could use on a tac-
tical basis to protect themselves, but
also to identify where the radical
jihadists are, where al Qaeda might be
in Iraq, and what they may be up to in
Iraq or in Afghanistan or in the United
States or in Western Europe, wherever.
And the most concerning thing is that
we may not even deal with this before
we go on recess next week. This needs
to be fixed before we go on recess.
——

HONORING CAL RIPKEN, JR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today with pride to introduce leg-
islation honoring Cal Ripken, Jr. on
his induction into the Pro Baseball
Hall of Fame.

My bill would rename as Cal Ripken
Way Interstate 395 in Baltimore, which
runs into the city and ends near Oriole
Park at Camden Yards.

Calvin Edwin Ripken, Jr. grew up in
Aberdeen, Maryland. A baseball stand-
out from an early age, he led his little
league team to the Little League
World Series and was a baseball star at
Aberdeen High School.

As a professional, Cal spent his entire
career with his hometown team, the
Baltimore Orioles. Drafted out of high
school, he rose through the minor
leagues, joining the Orioles full time in
1982 when he was named Rookie of the
Year. He then won American League
Most Valuable Player honors and led
the Orioles to their third World Series
Championship in 1983.

From May 30, 1982, until September
19, 1998, Cal never missed a game. He
played in an incredible 2,632 consecu-
tive games, Dpassing Lou Gehrig’s
record of 2,131 on September 6, 1995, in
front of family, friends and fans at
Camden Yards.

His career redefined the shortstop po-
sition, setting multiple offensive and
defensive records, and paving the way
for a new generation of players.

Cal’s stellar career no doubt makes
him worthy of induction into the Hall
of Fame. In fact, he was elected to the
Hall with the highest vote total ever,
the highest vote percentage for any po-
sition player, and the third highest
vote percentage in history. But the
numbers don’t even begin to explain
what he means to our national pas-
time.

Baseball fans, and especially parents,
are too often disappointed when our
American idols fail to live up to our
American ideals. Too often, our sports
stars are famous for all the wrong rea-
sons, but time and again Cal Ripken,
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